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No. 34201100113919CUMCGDS 

BY THE COURT: 

The Petition for Extraordinary Writ of Mandate or Other Appropriate Writ is 
denied. The standard of review for a judgment on the pleadings is the same as for a 
judgment following sustaining of a demurrer; we look only to the face of the pleading 
under attack. [Citations.] ... All facts alleged in the complaint are admitted for 
purposes of the motion and the court determines whether these facts constitute a cause 
of action. [Citations.] (Hughes v. Western MacArthur Co. (1987) 192 Cal.App.3d 951, 
954-955.) 

The parties' motions for judicial notice are denied. 

Dated: April 15, 2014 

RAYE, P.J. 
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